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REMARKS 

this is a full and timely response to the outstanding nojQ-final Office Action mailed April 
12^004 Reconsideration and allowance of the application and presently pendijig claims 21, 25, 
28^l0, 3t-34, 36^38, 41-43, 45-52, 54-62, and 65-69 are rcspectfiilly requested. 

h I qiaim Rejections 35 U.S.C. §103 
Statement of the Rejection 

laims 21, 25, 28-30, 32^34, 36-38, 41-43, 47-49, 50-52, and 66-69 are rejected under 35 
U,4C. 1 )3(a) as allegedly unpatentable over Matthews, III (''Matthews,'" U.S. Patent No. 
5,8 5,14f ) in view of Tsinberg et al CTsinberg;' US. Patent No. 6,212,680). Claim 46 is rejected 
un<^r 35[U.S.C. 103(a) as allegedly unpatentable over Matthews in view of Tsinberg in further 
viefr of ^eyer et al CMeyer;' US. Patent No. 4,809,069). Claim 65 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
1 03ja) a^ allegedly unpatentable over Matthews in view of Tsinberg in further view of Alexander et 
al W Alexander'' U.S. Patent No. 6,177,931). Applicants respectfully traverse these rejections. 



E . Discussion of the Rejection 

li I order for a claim to be properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103, the teachings of the cited 
;fere ice must suggest all featiires of the claimed invention to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
e.g, In re Dow Chemical, 837 F.2d 469, 5 U.S.P,Q.2d 1529, 1531 (Fed. Cir. 1988); In re 
r, 6 2 F.2d 413, 208 U.S.P.Q. 871, 881 (C.C.P.A. 1981). Further, "[t]he PTO has the burden 
T sec tion 103 to establish a prima facie case of obviousness. It can satisfy this burden only by 
>ome objective teaching in the prior art or that knowledge generally available to one of 
kill in the art would lead that individual to combine the relevant teachings of the 



shoi mg 



laiy 



20 



PA(S 2203 * RCVD AT Z/IOM 2:41:13 PM [Eastern Dayfi^^ 



07/10/2006 14:49 7708510933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 23 



ref^ rena s." In re Fine, Minnesota Mining andMfg.Co, v. Chemque, Inc., 303 F.3d 1294, 1299 
(Fej 1. Ci . 2002). In the pxesent case, it is respectfully submitted that a prima facie case of 
oh\ lousi ess has not been established. 
Inq&pen ient Claim 21 

C laim 21 recites (with emphasis added): 

21. A method implemented by a digital home communication terminal 
(; )HCT) for enabling a user to scroll through a plurality of video programs 
n mved via a plurality of transmission channels, comprising the steps of: 

tuning to a first plurality of transmission channels via a plurality of 
r< spective tuners; 

receiving a first plurality of video programs including a first video 
p -ogram and a second video program via the first plurality of transmission 
c lannelSj wherein each of the first pluraUty of video programs comprises a 
p urality of time-sequential pictures; 

outputting the first plurality of video programs to a display device 
c )nfiguxed to simultaneously display the first plurality of video programs, wherein 
a first video program is displayed in a first video display area of the display device 
a id a second video program is displayed in a second video display area of the 
d splay device; 

receiving via a tuner a program guide data including program information 
n lated to the first video program and program information related to the second 
video program and program information related to a third video program; and 
outputting the program guide data to the display device simultaneously 
V ith the first plurality of video programs, wherein at least a portion of the 
p "Ogram information related to the first video program is displayed at a location 
c )nesponding to the first video program and at least a portion of the program 
ii formation related to the second video program is displayed at a location 
c )rresponding to the second video program; 

wherein, in response to receivmg a request for program information 
ri lated to at least one of the plurality of programs, the DHCT is configured to 

ispend at least one of the plurality of tuners from tuning to the respective 
ti ansmission channels and to utilize the suspended tuner for receiving at least a 
p yrtion of the requested program information. 



discftose, 



pplicants respectfiilly submit that Matthews in view of in view ofTsinberg fails to 
each, or suggest at least the above-emphasized claim features. Page 4 of the Office 
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claJin features. However, Applicants believe that Tsinberg is being misapplied. For instance, the 

pajjjgraph prior to the above-cited section of Tsinberg (i.e., the prior paragraph starting at col. 5, 

lin^48) ; tates the following (empha$i$ added): 

1 he conjBiguration of FIG. 3, in either embodiment, has the additional benefit of 
a lowinp acquisition of EPG information from different RF channels while tlie 



Gi^snth 
illuj tratr 



On c tes col. 5, line 57 - col. 6, line 51 of Tsinberg to support disclosure of above-emphasized 



Y iewer stays tuned to a particnlar channel on main tuner 1 . As described above, 



t le current broadcast standard does not require a particular broadcaster to carry 
E PG information of other broadcasters. Thus, if a viewer calls up the EP(j when 
t yned to a chaimel. he will only see the program information associated with that^ 
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above context, the following sections from col. 5, line 57 - col. 6. line 51 of Tsinberg are 
5 of this misapplication to the claim features (emphasis added): 



[ \ol 5, lines 57-67] The system of FIG. 3 solves this problem by using PIP tuner 8 
a id CPU 6 to collect and combine EPG information from other chaimels. The 
s eps for collecting EPG data are shown in FIG. 4. First, CPU 6 determines it^it 
h is already collected EPG data from all the digital chaimels (step 40). If so, the 
r< lutine ends (step 41). Otherwise, CPU 6 tunes PEP tuner 8 to a new channel (step 
4 1) and detenxdnes if EPG data has already been collected for that particular 
c lannel (step 43). If so, CPU 6 tunes PIP tuner 8 to another channel (step 42), and 
tl is process continues until a channel for which no EPG data has been collected is 
f^und. 

[c ol. 6, lines 21-26] At the conclusion of this process^ CPU 6 will have gathered 
E ?G information from all the digital channels. It combines this information so 



tl at. upon request of the viewer, the entire EPG can be displayed tising graphics 



^erlav 7 . 



[([ol 6, lines 27-33] In another embodiment, CPU 6 continuously searches all 

gitally broadcast channels looking for EPG information. When it receives EPG 
idformation, CPU 6 integrates it into existing EPG information. This method has 
tl e advantage that CPU 6 can perform multi-channel EPG searching and soft PIP 
splav simultaneouslv . The flowchart of FIG. 5 shows the steps for carrying out 



tljis process, 

ol. 6, lines 34-51] First, assume a viewer commands CPU 6 to tune PIP tuner to 
abarticular channe](. CPU 6 receives this channel selection (step 50) and tunes Pff 



tl ner 8 to t he selected chaimel (step 5l\ CPU 6 receives, decodes, and disp1flY.<: a<i 
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As 



r iBxiv firames of video information its processing speed can handle, but it at least 



c Lsplavs an I frame (gtep 52\ The frames of video would appear in a window 



iside the image provided bv main tuner I . Then. CPU 6 tunes PIP tuner 8 to a 



c iffcrent channel to collect EPG information (step 53\ If EPG information is 



t resent on the channel fstep 54), it is collected and combined with previously 



£ [^quired EPG information (step 55\ Otherwise, CPU 6 tunes PIP tuner 8 back to 



\e channel selected by the viewer (step 51) to receive, decode, and display more 
ideo frames (step 52). This tuning and re-tuning of PIP tuner 8 continues until 
( :PU 6 has collected EPG information from all the channels. The time it takes to 
c ollect EPG data while viewing picture-in-picture will depend on the processing 
S3eed of CPU 6. 
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from the above sections, the request from the viewer, if made, is not a request for 
information related to at least one of the plurality of programs as claimed in 
ind|pen(|ent claim 21, The system in Tsinberg appears to perform a search and collection with 
t jner preliminarily to any viewer request for EPG information so that, *Hipon request of 
, the entire EPG can be displayed using graphics overlay." (col. 6, lines 24-26) 
does not disclose that such a request would be performed according to the above- 
:ed claim features. Thus, Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg fails to disclose, 
suggest at least the above-emphasized claim features. Accordingly, Applicants 
res^ctfr ly request that the rejection to independent claim 21 be withdrawn. 

E ecause independent claim 21 is allowable over Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg, 
claims 25, 28, 29, and 30 are allowable as a matter of law for at least tlie reason that the 
claims 25, 28, 2% and 30 contain all elements of their respective base claim. See, e.g., 
, 837 F.2d 1071 (Fed. Cir. 1988). 



23 



PAGE 25/33 * RCVD AT 7/1fl/2CD6 2:41:13 PM [Eastern Dayip 



07/10/20B6 14:49 7709510933 

i 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 26 



resi 



In^ epen dent Claim 32 

( Haim 32 recites (^vith emphasis added): 



32. A metibiod for enabling the simultaneous viewing of video programs fmd 
1 5lated electronic program guide information, comprising: 

receiving a plurality of video programs substantially simultaneously by 
ming to a plurality of transmission channels via a plurality of respective tuners, 
t le plurality of video programs including a first video program and a second video 
f rogram, wherein the first and second video programs each comprise a plurality of 
me-sequential pictures; 

receiving via a tuner a program guide data including program information 
rfelated to the first video program and program information related to the second 
\ ideo program; 

receiving a first user input; and 

responsive to receiving the first user input outputting to a display device a 
tfclevision signal comprising of a simultaneous visual presentation of the plurality 
c f video programs with program guide data, wherein the first and second video 
p rograms are located in respective first and second video display areas of the 
\ isual presentation and the program guide data includes at least a portion of 
J rogram information related to the first video program and at least a portion of 
F rogram information related to the second video program, 

in response to receiving a request for program information related to at 
L asi one of the piuraiity of programs, suspending at least one of the plurality of 
t inersfrom tuning to the respective transmission channels and utilizing the 
s ispended tuner for receiving at least a portion of the requested program 
information^ 



Foil simi: ar 



ictfilly 



rest £ t 



reasons presented above in association with independent claim 2 1 , Applicants 
submit that Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg fails to disclose, teach, or 
least the above-emphasized claim features. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request 
thaflthe rfejection to independent claim 32 be withdrawn. 

E ecause independent claim 32 is allowable over Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg, 
dep !ndei t claims 33-34, and 36-38 are allowable as a matter of law. 



24 



PAa 26133 ' RCVD AT 7/10/2006 2:41:13 PM [Eastern Daylight fimej • SVR:USPTaEFXRF-1/17 ' DNIS:2738300 ' CSID:7709510933 « DURATION (miiKS):09 J 



07/18/2006 14:49 7709510933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 27 



epexMent Claim 41 

(flaim 41 recites (with emphasis added): 

1 , A digital home communication tenninal (DHCT) configured to enable a 
I ser to scroll through a plurality of video programs received via a plurality of 
t[ansmission channels, comprising: 

a plurality of tuners configured to substantially simultaneously tune to a 
f rst plurality of transmission channels carrying a first plurality of video programs 
i icluding a furst video program and a second video program; 

memory configured to store executable instructions; and 
at least one processor that is programmed by the executable iixstructions to 
4nabletheDHCTto: 

output the first plurality of video programs to a display device configured 
) simultaneously display the first plurality of video programs, wherein a first 
\ ideo program is displayed in a first video display area of the display device and a 
s scond video program is displayed in a second video display area of the display 
qevice; and 

receive via at least one tuner a program guide data including program 
i; iformation related to the first video program and program information related to 
tjie second video program; 

output the program guide data to the display device simultaneously with 
t le furst plurality of video programs, wherein at least a portion of the program 
h ifoimation related to the fu-st video program is displayed at a location 
c OTcsponding to the first video program and at least a portion of the program 
h iformation related to the second video program is displayed at a location 
c Drresponding to the second video program; 

wherein, in response to receiving a request for program infortnation 
r elated to at least one of the plurality of programs, the DHCT is configured to 
s ispend at least one of the plurality of tuners from tuning to the respective 
t ansmission channels and to utilize the suspended tuner for receiving at least a 
p irtion of the requested program information. 



Isimifcr reasons presented above in association with independent claim 21, Applicants 
ectMly submit that Matthews in view of ew of Tsinberg faib to disclose, teach, or 
surest a t least the above-emphasized claim features. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request 
tha^e r sjection to independent claim 41 be withdrawn. 
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I iecause independent claim 41 is allowable over Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg, 
deiende it claims 42-43, and 45-47 are allowable as a matter of law. 
Inljepeddent Claim 48 

< 'laim 48 recites (with emphasis added): 

8. A method implemented by a digital home communication terminal 
(pHCT) having a plurality of tuners, comprising the steps of: 
receiving a first video program via a first tuner; 
receiving a second video program via a second tuner; 
receiving via at least one timer a program guide data including program 
iformation related to the first video program and program information related to 
le second video program; 
receiving user input; 

outputting the first and second video programs to a display device 
responsive to receiving the user input; and 

outputting at least a portion of program information related to the first and 
£ 2cond video programs to the display device responsive to receiving the user 
i iput; 

\^1iereia the first and second video programs and the program guide data 
sjre displayed simultaneously by the display device, 

wherein, in response to receiving a request for program information 
plated to at least one of the plurality ofprogramsy the DHCT is configured to 
5 uspend at least one of the first tuner and the second tuner from receiving a 
% ideo program and to utilize the suspended tuner for receiving at least a portion 
c f the requested program information, 

Foflsimi|ar reasons presented above in association with independent claim 21, Applicants 
res)|ectf4lly submit that Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg fails to disclose, teach, or 

least the above-emphasized claim features. Accordingly, Applicants respectfiilly request 
ejection to independent claim 48 be withdrawn. 
E ecause independent claim 48 is allowable over Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg, 
derjlndei X claims 49-52 are allowable as a matter of law. 
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epet dent Claim 54 

(flaim 54 recites (with emphasis added): 

4. A digital home commimication terminal (DHCT) configured to enable the 
£ imultaneous viewing of video programs and related electronic program guide 
ipformation, comprising: 

a plurality of tuners configured to substantially simultaneously tune to a 
i irst plurality of transmission channels carrying a first plurality of video programs 
i icluding a first video program and a second video program; 

at least one tuner configured to receive a program guide data includir\g 
I rogram information related to the first video program and program infonnation 
iplated to the second video program; 

memory configured to store executable instructions and the program 
fjuide data; and 

at least one processor that is programmed by the executable instructions 
tt enable the DHCT to: 

output tiie program guide data and the plurality of video programs 
imultaneously to a display device responsive to a first user input, wherein tlie 
i list video program is displayed in a first video display area of the display device 
£ nd the second video program is displayed in a second video display area of the 
isplay device, and wherein at least a portion of the program information related 
t ) the furst video program is displayed at a location corresponding to the first 
^ ideo program and at least a portion of the program information related to the 
s scond video program is displayed at a location corresponding to the second 
A ideo program, 

wherein, in response to receiving a request for program information 
jelated to at least one of the plurality of programs, the DHCT is configured to 
$ uspend at least one of the plurality of tuners from tuning to the respective 
t ansmission channels and to utilize the suspended tuner for receiving at least 
c portion of the requested program information. 



sjutm, 



ar reasons presented above in association with independent claim 21 , Applicants 
ectfi lly submit that Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg fails to disclose, teach, or 
suAest 1 1 least the above-emphasized claim features. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request 
thajthe i jjection to independent claim 54 be withdrawn. 

E ecause independent claim 54 is allowable over Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg, 
defl ^ndej it claims 55-58 are allowable as a matter of law. 
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Inljepet dent Claim 59 

( >laim 59 recites (with emphasis added): 



9, A DHCT coDifigured to provide a user with program information 
orresporiding to television programs, comprising: 

at least one guide timer configured to receive a program guide data 
Qcluding program information corresponding to a plurality of television programs 
cheduled on the first television channel; 

a plurality of program tuners configured to receive a plurality of television 
)rograms3 wherein at least one television programs corresponds to a television 
)rogram to be broadcast in the fiiture on a first television channel; 

a first memory configured to store executable instructions; and 
at least one processor thai is programmed by the executable instructioixs to 
snable the DHCT to output a television signal comprising a simultaneous visual 
jresentation of the plurality television programs and program guide data, wherein 
Lt least a portion of the program information corresponding to each respective 
elevision program in the plurality of sequential television programs is included in 
he visual presentation^ 

wherein, in respome to receiving a request for program information 
elated to at least one of the plur/klity of programs^ the DHCT is configured to 
uspend at least one of the plurality of program tuners from receiving the 
J plurality of television programs and to utilize the suspended tuner for receiving 
It least a portion of the requested program information. 



sim lar reasons presented above in association with independent claim 21, Applicants 
re&ectl idly submit that Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg fails to disclose, teach, or 
suj gest it least the above-emphasized claim features. Accordingly, Applicants respectfijlly request 
thy the rejection to independent claim 59 be withdrawn. 

Jecause independent claim 59 is allowable over Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg^ 
ddlendmt claims 60, 65-69 are allowable as a matter of law. 
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ent Claim 61 

:iaim 61 recites (with emphasis added): 

>1 . A method for enabling the simultaneous viewing of video programs and 
■elated electronic program guide information, comprising: 

receiving a plurality of video programs substantially simultaneously by 
:uning to a plurality of transmission channels via a plurality of respective tuners, 
he plurality of video programs including a first video program and a second video 
srogram, wherein the first and second video programs each comprise a plurality of 
time-sequential pictures; 

receiving via a tuner a program guide data including program inibrmalion 
related to the first video program and program information related to the second 
video program; 

configuring a memory to output the first plurality of video programs; 
configuring an output buffer in the memory with the first video program 
and the second video program; 

configuring the output buffer with a plurality of program information * 
sections including a first program information section for at least a portion of the 
program information related to the first video program and a second program 
information section for at least a portion of the program information related to the 
second video program; 

configuring the location of the video section and program information 
section in the output buffer for each respective video program; and 
outputting the output buffer to a display device, 
wherein, in response to receiving a request for program infomiation 
related to at least one of the plurality of programs, the DHCT is configured to 
suspend at least one of the plurality of tuners from receiving the plurality of 
video programs and to utilize the suspended tuner for receiving at least a 
portion of the requested program information. 



I similar reasons presented above in association with independent claim 21, Applicants 
r^peci|[ully submit that Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg fails to disclose, teach, or 
si|iges^ at least the above-emphasized claim features. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request 
t}jf.t thd rejection to independent claim 61 be withdrawn. 

Because independent claim 61 is allowable over Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg^ 
d4>endFnt claim 62 is allowable as a matter of law. 
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D< penc ent Claim 46 

\s explained above, Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg feils to disclose, teach, or 
sijgest at least the above-emphasized claim features recited in independent claim. 41 , Meyer fails to 
re||iedy|these deficiencies. Accordingly, for at least the reason that dependent claim 46 incorporates 
of independent claim 41, Applicants respectfully submits that claim 41 is allowable 
olfer th4 art of record, and hence respectfully request that the rejection be withdrawn. 
D|p«ni lent Oaim 65 

As explained above, Matthews in view of in view of Tsinberg fails to disclose, teach, or 
s\jfcgesf at least the above-emphasized claim features recited in independent claim 59. Alexander 
Is to remedy these deficiencies. Accordingly, for at least the reason that dependent claim 65 
i4orpc|rates the features of independent claim 59, Applicants respectfully submits that claim 65 is 
le over the art of record, and hence respectfully request that the rejection be withdrawn. 
Iln summary, it is Apphcants' position that a prima facie for obviousness has not been made 



owai 



a| ainst 



Applicants* claims. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that each of these claims is 



P|tentaj3le over the art of record and that the rejection of these claims should be withdrawn. 

CONCLUSION 

In light of the foregoing amendments and for at least the reasons set forth above, 
>yfcplic mts respectfully submit that all objections and/or rejections have been traversed, rendered 
n|)0t, ^d/or accommodated, and that the now pending claims are in condition for allowance, 
Flvorable reconsideration and allowance of the present application and all pending claims are 
hi reby courteously requested. 
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Futi 



her, 



i ny other statements in the Office Action that are not explicitly addressed herein are not 
mt|ided to be admitted. In addition, any and all findings of inherency, such as those made on 
ind 9, for example, are traversed as not having been shown to be necessjirily present, 
my and all findings of well-known art and official notice, or statements interpreted 
should not be considered well known for at least the specific and particular reason that 
Action does not include specific factual jQndings predicated on sound technical and 
reasoning to support such conclusions. 

in the opinion of the Examiner, a telephonic conference would expedite the examination 
the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attomey at (770) 933-95(K). 



Respectfully SiJbmitted, 



sin larly 
tjiej Dffic s 
sciqitific 

of tSis m rttet 



H( 

Suit 
100 

Atl. 



(77(1) 




David Rodack 
Registration No. 47,034 



THj|)M^S,KAYDEN, 

RS: EMEYER & RISLEY, 



1751 
^al 
beta. 



) 

alk ria 



Parkway N.W. 
Georgia 30339 
933-9500 
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